The minutes of the plenary session of the Judicial Commission at the IUMS-BAM International Congress in Sydney, 1999 (De Vos & Trüper, 2000 indicate that the following note was added to Rule 61 of the International Code of Nomenclature of Bacteria (Lapage et al., 1992) :
'The liberty of correcting a name or epithet under Rules 61, 62a and 62b must be used with reserve, especially if the change affects the first syllable and above all the first letter of the name or epithet. Except for changes of gender in species epithets when species are transferred to other genera (comb. nov.) no grammatical or orthographic corrections will be accepted for names on the Approved Lists of Bacterial Names, the Validation Lists and the Notification Lists.'
There is no indication that any restrictions were placed on the retroactive effects of this note that on closer inspection has the effect of potentially cancelling all corrections that had been made to names or epithets that had previously appeared on the Approved Lists of Bacterial Names, the Validation Lists and the Notification Lists. This wording also neglects to take into account those names or epithets that have not appeared on these lists but were otherwise validly published in the pages of the International Journal of Systematic Bacteriology in original articles where the names were not included on a Notification List that were first introduced by the Judicial Commission in 1991 (Wayne, 1991 Oren (2000) . The current wording of the note to Rule 61, if left in its retroactive form would affect whether the corrections should be adopted.
In the absence of corrections to these genus names the following species combinations have been validly published, including combinations based on corrected genus names that would not be considered to have been corrected:
In the genus Haloanaerobacter (the original, uncorrected spelling) the following combinations were validly published using this orthography:
Haloanaerobacter chitinovorans Liaw and Mah 1996
Haloanaerobacter lacunarum (Zhilina et al. The following combination uses the corrected orthography Halanaerobium and if the current wording of the note to Rule 61 is maintained the correction was not permitted. Clari (1997). The current wording would not affect whether the correction should be adopted. The names Streptomyces caviscabies Goyer et al. 1996 and Streptomyces turgidiscabies Miyajima et al. 1998 are included in original publications in the International Journal of Systematic Bacteriology and also on the corresponding Notification Lists. According to the note to Rule 61 it is no longer possible to correct the epithets in these two combinations despite the fact that six other validly published species combinations and one corrected epithet in the genus Streptomyces include epithets ending in -scabiei, the grammatically correct form. Streptomyces acidiscabies Lambert and Loria 1989 has not been corrected and did not appear on a Notification List and according to the note to Rule 61 could no longer be corrected.
All names listed by Trüper & De' Clari (1997) would have to be used in their original, uncorrected forms if the current wording of the note to Rule 61 is maintained. These examples are not intended to be complete, but simply demonstrate the consequences of the current wording.
While Rule 61 deals with typographical and orthographic errors the only type of grammatical changes that the Code caters for are changes of gender in species epithets when species are transferred to other genera. This can be indirectly inferred from Rule 12c and in the case of subspecies Rule 13b. Grammatical corrections are not mentioned in the Code and it should be carefully considered whether grammatical corrections have a place in the note to Rule 61. If this type of grammatical change is required by Rules 12c and 13b then there is also no need to specifically mention this type of 'correction', which is not mentioned in the body of Rule 61.
Similarly, references to Rules 62a and 62b only cover how to treat orthographic variants, not their correction, and may have been inappropriately included in the note.
One of the key issues is to prevent the undesirable effects of retroactive changes to the Code, and the following wording to limit the retroactive changes is proposed. It also makes reference to those names and combinations that were validly published in the International Journal of Systematic Bacteriology prior to the introduction of the Notification Lists. Reference to Rule 62a and 62b has also been removed.
'Note. As from 1 January 2001 the liberty of making typographical or orthographic corrections to a name or epithet under Rules 61 must be used with reserve, especially if the change affects the first syllable and above all the first letter of the name or epithet. As from that date no typographical or orthographic corrections will be accepted for validly published names on the Approved Lists of Bacterial Names, the Validation Lists, the Notification Lists and names validly published in original articles in the International Journal of Systematic Bacteriology from volume 30 (1 January 1980) up to and including volume 40 (31 December 1990). Typographical and orthographic corrections made before 1 January 2001 are not affected.'
